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W e study the optim ization ofnonperturbative renorm alization group equations truncated both

in �eldsand derivatives.O n the exam ple ofthe Ising m odelin three dim ensions,we show thatthe

Principle ofM inim alSensitivity can be unam biguously im plem ented at order @
2
ofthe derivative

expansion.Thisapproach allowsusto selectoptim ized cuto� functionsand to im provetheaccuracy

ofthecriticalexponents� and �.Theconvergenceofthe�eld expansion isalso analyzed.W eshow

in particularthatitsoptim ization doesnotcoincidewith optim ization oftheaccuracy ofthecritical

exponents.

PACS num bers:05.10.Cc,11.10.G h,11.10.H i,11.15.Tk,64.60.-i

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

During the last ten years the W ilson-K adano� ap-
proach [1,2]to the Renorm alization G roup (RG ),based
on the block spin concept,hasbeen the subjectofa re-
vivalin both StatisticalPhysicsand Field Theory.This
originates in recent developm ents [3, 4, 5]which have
now turned itinto an e�cienttool,theso-called e�ective
average action m ethod [3],allowing to investigate non-
perturbative phenom ena. This m ethod im plem ents on
the e�ective action � { the G ibbsfree energy { the idea
ofintegration ofhigh-energy m odes that underlies any
RG approach. The whole m ethod consists in building
an e�ectivefreeenergy �k atscalek forthehigh-energy
m odesthathavebeen integrated outand in following its
evolution with thescalek through an exactequation [3].
The m ain drawback of this equation is that it cannot
be handled in actualcalculationswithouttruncationsof
�k. It is thus ofutm ost im portance to know whether
the truncationsused provideconverged and accuratere-
sults.Asitiswellknown,the problem ofconvergenceis
also crucialin perturbation theory where itrequiresre-
sum m ation ofseries.Letusem phasizethatthisproblem
isfarfrom being solved in generalsinceBorelsum m abil-
ity,which isthekey pointtoresum perturbativeseries,is
notgenericallyproven and m ay even turn outnottohold
(see[6,7]forareview).Itisthen im portanttodisposeof
an alternative m ethod,notrelying on an expansion in a
coupling constantand thusnotrequiring a prioriresum -
m ation.G ood indicationson the convergenceproperties
ofthee�ectiveaverageaction m ethod havebeen already
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provided by its ability to tackle with highly nontrivial
problem s,such aslow-energy Q CD [8],theabelian Higgs
m odelrelevant for superconductivity [9],the phase di-
agram ofHe3 [10],frustrated m agnets [11,12,13,14],
the G ross-Neveu m odelin three dim ensions[15,16],the
random lydiluteIsingm odel[17],theK osterlitz-Thouless
transition [18,19],etc (see [20]fora review and [21]for
an exhaustive bibliography). A system atic investigation
ofthe convergence and accuracy issues is however still
lacking.
W e propose here, on the exam ple of the three-

dim ensionalIsing m odel,to study the convergence and
optim ization ofthe accuracy ofthe e�ective averageac-
tion m ethod truncated both in derivatives,atorder@2,
and in �elds.W estudy,in particular,theroleofthecut-
o� function used to separate the low-and high-energy
m odes,on the determ ination ofthe criticalexponents�
and �.
In section II,we brie
y introduce the basic ideasun-

derlying the e�ective average action m ethod. W e then
discuss in section III the truncations necessary to deal
with concrete calculations. W e m otivate,in section IV,
the use ofthe Principle ofM inim alSensitivity (PM S)
to optim ize the results. Then,we apply this technique
successively within the LocalPotentialApproxim ation
(LPA),section V,and atorder @2 ofthe derivative ex-
pansion,section VI.

II. T H E EFFEC T IV E AV ER A G E A C T IO N

M ET H O D

Historically, the block spin concept was �rst im ple-
m ented, in the continuum , on the Ham iltonian. This
procedure consists in separating, within the partition
function,the m icroscopic �elds into a high-and a low-
energy partand in integrating outthe high-energy part
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to get an e�ective Ham iltonian for the rem aining low-
energy m odes. The iteration of this procedure gener-
atesasequence,a
ow,ofscale-dependentHam iltonians,
param etrized by a running scale k,and describing the
sam e long distance physics. The criticalproperties are
then determ ined by the behavior ofthe system around
the�xed pointofthe
ow ofHam iltonians[2].However,
dueto technicaldi�culties[5,21,22,23]thisnonpertur-
bative renorm alization procedure has been m ainly used
asa conceptualbasisforperturbativecalculationsrather
than as a practicaltoolto investigate nonperturbative
aspectsof�eld theoriesand criticalphenom ena.Thesit-
uation haschanged when ithasbeen realized,m ainly by
Ellwanger[24,25,26,27],M orris[5,22,23,28,29,30,31]
and W etterich [3,32,33,34,35,36]that,rather than
theHam iltonian H ,oneshould considerthee�ectiveac-
tion � { the G ibbsfree energy { asthe centralquantity
to be renorm alized. In the spirit ofthe originalW ilso-
nian form ulation one builds a running e�ective action
�k thatonly includeshigh-energy 
uctuationswith m o-
m enta q2 > k2. This im plies that,on the one hand,at
theunderlyingm icroscopicscalek = �,� k coincideswith
theclassicalHam iltonian H since no 
uctuation hasyet
been taken into account. O n the otherhand,when the
running scale is lowered to k = 0,i.e. when all
uctu-
ations have been integrated out,the standard e�ective
action � isrecovered.To sum m arize,� k continuously in-
terpolates between the m icroscopic Ham iltonian H and
the freeenergy:

8
<

:

�k= � = H

�k= 0 = � :
(1)

Since,byde�nition,�k isbuiltup from thehigh-energy

uctuations of the m icroscopic system , the low-energy
m odes { with q2 < k2 { m ust be rem oved from the
running partition function. Thisism osteasily achieved
by adding to theoriginalHam iltonian a scale-dependent
m ass term �H k. Then,the running partition function
with a sourceterm writes[20]:

Zk[J]=

Z

D � e
� H [�]� �Hk[�]+ J:� (2)

with J:� =
R
ddq J(q)�(� q)and

�H k[�]=
1

2

Z
ddq

(2�)d
R k(q)�(q)�(� q) (3)

where �(q) is the m icroscopic �eld. In Eq.(3),R k(q) is
chosen in such a way that it acts as a cuto� function
that decouples the low-and high-energy m odes. This
im posesseveralconstraints:

R k(q) � k
2 for q

2
� k

2 (4)

R k(q) ! 0 for q
2
� k

2
: (5)

Equation (4)m eansthat,atlow-m om entum with respect
to k,R k(q) essentially acts as a m ass,i.e. an infrared
cuto�,which preventsthepropagation ofthelow-energy
m odes.Thisensuresthatthesem odesdo notcontribute
to �k [59].Eq.(5)im pliesthatR k(q)doesnota�ectthe
propagation ofhigh-energy m odes.They arethusalm ost
fully taken into accountin Zk and,consequently,in �k.
In orderto recoverthelim its(1),R k(q)m ustalso sat-

isfy:

R k(q)! 1 when k ! � at�xed q (6)

which ensures that �k coincides with the m icroscopic
Ham iltonian H when k ! �,and

R k(q)! 0 identically,when k ! 0 (7)

which ensures that,in the lim it ofvanishing k,one re-
covers the standard e�ective action �. Note that since
weareonly interested herein theuniversallong distance
behaviorand notin quantitiesdepending on m icroscopic
details,wesend � to 1 .
Thee�ective averageaction �k isthen de�ned as:

�k[�]= � lnZk[J]+ J:� � �H k[�] (8)

where� standsforthe running orderparam eter�k(q):

�k(q)= h�(q)ik =
� lnZk[J]

�J(q)

�
�
�
�
J= 0

: (9)

It follows from the de�nition (8) that �k[�]essentially
correspondsto theLegendretransform oflnZk[J],up to
the m ass term �H k which allows to recover the lim its
(1)[37].
Thee�ectiveaverageaction �k followsan exactequa-

tion which controlsits evolution with the running scale
k [3]:

@t�k[�]=
1

2

Z
ddq

(2�)d
@tR k(q)

n

�(2)
k
[�(q)]+ Rk(q)

o� 1

(10)

where t = ln(k=�) and � (2)

k
[�]is the second functional

derivative of�k with respectto the �eld �(q). W e em -
phasize that Eq.(10) isexactand thus containsallper-
turbativeand nonperturbativefeaturesoftheunderlying
theory (see[37]fortechnicaldetailsand [20]fora review
ofthe applicationsofthis equation to concrete physical
issues).

III. T R U N C A T IO N S O F T H E EFFEC T IV E

AV ER A G E A C T IO N

Equation(10)isafunctionalpartialintegro-di�erential
equation that has obviously no known solution in the
generalcase. Therefore,to render it tractable,one has
to truncate the e�ective action �k. The m ost natural
truncation,wellsuited to the study ofthe long distance
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physics,isthederivativeexpansion.Itconsistsin writing
an ansatz for �k as a power series in @�. Let us �rst
considerthe case ofan O (N )invarianttheory forwhich
the ansatzatthe order@2 writes[37]:

�k[�]=

Z

d
d
x

(

Uk (�)+
1

2
Zk(�)

�

@�
~�

�2
+

1

4
Yk(�)(@��)

2 + O (@4)

) (11)

where ~� is a N -com ponent vector and � = ~�2=2 is the
O (N ) invariant. In Eq.(11),Uk (�) corresponds to the
potentialpartof�k whileZk(�)and Yk(�)correspond to
the�eld renorm alizationfunctions.Thus,with Z k(�)= 1
and Yk(�) = 0,Eq.(11) provides the ansatz for the so-
called LocalPotentialApproxim ation (LPA) where the
anom alousdim ension vanishes. Thiskind ofansatz has
been successfully used in severalcasesam ong which the
O (N ) [20]and G ross-Neveu m odels [15,16]. However,
to dealwith m orecom plicated m odels,e.g.with m atrix-
likeorderparam eters,a furtherapproxim ation isalm ost
unavoidable [11,13,38]. Indeed,when the sym m etry is
lower than O (N ), there are severalinvariants and the
num berofindependentfunctionsanalogousto Zk(�;:::)
and Yk(�;:::) grows. In this case,the integration ofthe

ow can be very dem anding. Itisthen very convenient
to further truncate the functions Uk (�;:::),Zk(�;:::) in
powerseriesof� and ofallotherinvariants.
Here, we focus on the Ising m odel, described by a

scalar, ZZ2-invariant �eld theory, considered as a toy
m odelto study the derivative and �eld expansions. In
this case,since the only independent �eld renorm aliza-
tion function is Zk(�),the function Yk(�) can be set to
zero.The�eld truncation then writes:

8
>>>>><

>>>>>:

Uk(�) =
nX

i= 1

Ui;k(� � �0)
i

Zk(�) =
pX

i= 0

Zi;k(� � �0)
i

(12)

where �0 = �20=2,�0 being a particularcon�guration of
the �eld �.W e shallcom e back on thispointlater.
The truncation in �elds conveys two nice properties.

First,with the ansatz (11)and (12),the RG 
ow equa-
tion (10)leadstoa�nitesetofordinary coupled di�eren-
tialequationsforthecoupling constantsUi;k’sand Zi;k’s
sim pler to solve than the partialdi�erentialequations
obeyed by the fullfunctions Uk(�) and Zk(�). Second,
even the lowestorderapproxim ations,in which only the
�rstnontrivialterm sofU k(�)and Zk(�)arekept,givea
fairly good qualitativepictureofthe physics[20,37].
However,thestudy ofthetruncated version ofEq.(10)

raisesseveralim portantquestions:
i)Doesthe derivative expansion convergeand doesit

provide a satisfying accuracy atlow orders? The ques-
tion ofthe convergence ofthe derivative expansion,in

its fullgenerality,has not yet been considered and ap-
pears to be a m ajor and open challenge. In practice,
one is less interested in this delicate question than in
the quality ofthe resultsand their im provem entas the
order of the derivative expansion is increased. In the
caseofO (N )m odels,very accurateresultshavebeen ob-
tained atsecond orderin the derivative expansion. For
instance,W etterich etal. have shown thathandling the
full�eld-dependence ofthe potentialU k(�) and ofthe
�eld renorm alization functionsZ k(�)and Yk(�)leadsto
resultsthatcan com pete with the world bestestim ates,
at least for the criticalexponent � [20]. The value ob-
tained fortheanom alousdim ension � islessaccurate.Its
de�nition being linked to the m om entum dependence of
the two-pointcorrelation function,an accuratedeterm i-
nation of� probably requireshigherorderterm s in the
derivative expansion. Thisquestion willbe investigated
in a forthcom ing article[39].
ii) Does the �eld expansion ofU k(�) and Zk(�) con-

vergeand how rapidly? O nceagain,thegeneralquestion
ofconvergencehasnotyetbeen investigated.Neverthe-
less,severalworks have dealt with �eld truncations at
high order within the LPA [40,41,42,43,44]or with
a �eld independent �eld-renorm alization [37],i.e. with
Zk(�) = Z0;k. They suggest that a few orders su�ce
to obtain reasonably converged values ofcriticalexpo-
nents. To our knowledge,their com putation using also
an expansion ofZk(�)hasbeen only studied in theIsing
m odeland using a power-law cuto� function [44].In this
study,we extend this analysis to two other fam ilies of
cuto� functions,leading to m oreaccurateresults.
The questions i) and ii) are linked with a corollary

issue,which residesin thechoiceofcuto� function.O ne
naturally inquiresaboutitsin
uence,and in particular:
iii)Can the accuracy be im proved through the choice

ofcuto� function R k ? O fcourse,when no truncation
ism ade,an exactsolution for�[�]= lim k! 0 �k[�],does
not depend on the function R k used,whereas any kind
oftruncation inducesa spuriousdependence on it. O ne
can thuswonderhow to optim izethechoiceofthiscuto�
function.Thisquestion isnotastrivialasitseem ssince
one hasto decide ofan optim ization criterion: rapidity
ofconvergenceoftheexpansionsin powersofderivatives,
�eldsoram plitudes[41,42,43,45,46]? accuracy ofthe
results ? sensitivity ofthe results with respect to the
cuto� ? W e speci�cally concentrate on these two latter
issuesin the following.

IV . O P T IM IZA T IO N A N D P R IN C IP LE O F

M IN IM A L SEN SIT IV IT Y

Up to now,attem ptsto optim izenonperturbativeRG
equations have been m ainly worked out in the Polchin-
skiequation [47], in particular at second order in the
derivative expansion. For instance,Balletal. [48]and
Com ellas[49]have tried to suppressthe cuto� and nor-
m alization dependence ofthe exponents� and � by us-
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ing thePrincipalofM inim alSensitivity (PM S)[50].W e
shallnotpursue within thisfram ework since ithasnow
been widely recognized thatthe e�ective averageaction
m ethod isthem oste�cientway to dealwith thenonper-
turbativeRG .W ewillthusconsiderthislatterform alism .
In the contextofthe e�ective averageaction m ethod,

within thefram eworkofLPA,Litim hasproposed tocon-
siderthe quantity C ,de�ned by [42,43,45,46,51,52]:

m in
q2� 0

�

�(2)
k
[�(q)]

�
�
�
�= �0

+ R k(q)

�

= C k
2 (13)

where�(2)
k
[�(q)]+ Rk(q)istheinverseofthefullregular-

ized propagatorand C param etrizesthe gap am plitude.
According to Litim ,the gap isbounded from above and
the bestcuto� functions are those which m axim ize this
gap [42,43,45,46,51,52]:

Copt= m ax(C ) when varying R k. (14)

The idea behind this criterion is that the largerC ,the
m ore stable the truncated RG 
ow. Indeed,ithasbeen
shown thatthe m axim um ofthe gap correspondsto the
largestradiusofconvergenceofan am plitudeexpansion.
Thissuggeststhattheoptim alselected regulatorsshould
have nice propertiessuch as im proving the convergence
ofthe �eld expansion [42,43,46,51,52]. M oreoverin
[43]ithasbeen shown that,within theLPA,thecriterion
(14)isalso linked to a PM S.
At this stage, let us shed the light on som e im por-

tant features ofthe \gap criterion". FirstEq.(14) does
notselecta uniquecuto� function:m any R k m axim izing
the gap have been exhibited for instance in [42]. Also,
the various optim ized cuto� functions,solutions ofEq.
(14), can lead to quantitatively di�erent criticalexpo-
nentsdepending on thespeci�cpropertiesofa given cut-
o� function,like itsasym ptotic behavior(see below and
com pare[46]and [44]).The quality ofthe resultsthere-
fore relieson the choice ofthe type ofoptim ized regula-
tor.Second,beyond theLPA,theim plem entation ofthe
gap criterion (14)appearsto be nontrivial. Indeed,the
�eld renorm alization function Z k(�0)inducesan im plicit

R k-dependence in �(2)
k
[�(q)]thatcom plicatesthe m axi-

m ization ofthegap.M oreover,itisnotcom pletely clear
whether,beyond the LPA,thiscriterion would stillcon-
vey thenicepropertiesitshowsatthelowestorderofthe
derivativeexpansion and,in particular,itslink toaPM S.
As we are speci�cally concerned here with the question
ofthe sensitivity ofthe results with respectto the cut-
o� function,we favora m ethod thatdirectly probesthe
dependence ofthe criticalexponentson the cuto� func-
tion.W e havedecided to baseouranalysison the PM S,
thatcan alwaysbe sim ply im plem ented and hasalready
proven itse�ciency.
Letusrecallhow itworks.Suppose,forinstance,that

we com pute a quantity Q in an approxim ate way. The
approxim ation used m ay induce a dependence ofQ on
a param eter{ denoted here � { which isspurious. The

PM S consistsin choosingfor� thevalue�P M S forwhich
Q isstationary:

dQ (�)

d�

�
�
�
�
� P M S

= 0 : (15)

O ne thus expects that im posing such a constraint,sat-
is�ed by Q com puted without approxim ation,im proves
theapproxim atedeterm ination ofthisquantity.Theob-
viousdrawback ofthism ethod isthatEq.(15)can have
m any solutions.Thisworsensifseveralquantitiesaresi-
m ultaneously studied,and lead to distinctsolutions.An
additionalcriterion is then necessary to selecta unique
one.
W e�rststudy theLPA ofthescalar,ZZ2-invariant�eld

theory relevant for the Ising m odel. W e show that the
PM S allows one to optim ize the quality ofthe results.
W e then study the O (@2) approxim ation ofthe deriva-
tiveexpansion and show thatthePM S leadsto accurate
resultsprovided weadd som enew inputsto discrim inate
the solutions.

V . T H E LO C A L P O T EN T IA L

A P P R O X IM A T IO N O F T H E ISIN G M O D EL

Letus recallthatthe LPA consistsin approxim ating
�k by:

�k[�]=

Z

d
d
x

�

Uk(�)+
1

2
(@�)2

�

(16)

i.e. in neglecting the �eld renorm alization.Thisansatz,
once plugged into Eq.(10),enables to get the evolution
equation for Uk. Actually,working with dim ensionless
quantities is necessary to get a �xed point,so that we
de�ne:

8
>>>>><

>>>>>:

r(y)=
R k(q2)

q2
with y =

q2

k2

uk = k� dUk

~� = k2� d� :

(17)

TheRG equation obeyed by uk writes:

@uk

@t
= � duk + (d� 2)~�u0k � vdL

d
0(w) (18)

where uk = uk(~�),v
� 1

d
= 2d+ 1�d=2�(d=2),prim e m eans

derivation with respectto ~�,w = u0
k
+ 2~�u00

k
,and

L
d
0(w)=

Z 1

0

dyy
d=2� 1 2y2r0(y)

y[1+ r(y)]+ w
: (19)

Thenonperturbativefeaturesofthe evolution ofthe po-
tential are entirely encoded in the integralLd

0, called
threshold function [37].
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W e now study Eq.(18)within a �eld truncation:

uk(~�) =
nX

i= 1

ui(~� � ~�0)
i (20)

where we have suppressed the index k for the coupling
constants. O nce uk(~�) is truncated at a �nite order n
ofthe �eld expansion,the �eld con�guration ~�0 around
which it is expanded m atters. Two con�gurationshave
been widely studied: the vanishing �eld con�guration,
~�0 = 0,and thecon�guration whereuk(~�)hasa nontriv-
ialm inim um [60]:

@uk

@~�

�
�
�
�
~�0

= 0: (21)

Allthe studies perform ed using �eld truncations show
thattheconvergencepropertiesareim proved by expand-
ing around the m inim um rather than around the zero
�eld con�guration [28,44].Therefore,wechoosethefor-
m er.
W e also need to choosefam iliesofcuto� functionsR k

to perform calculations. For sim plicity,we restrict for
now ourstudy to fam iliesofcuto� functionsR k depend-
ing on a single param eter. W e extend this to a two-
param eterfam ily in section VID.W econsidertwo usual
cuto� functions. The �rstone isthe exponentialcuto�,
which has been often used and constitutes an e�cient
and robustregulator[37].The otherone,the theta cut-
o�,has been introduced by Litim [45]. It presents the
advantage ofleading to threshold functionsthatcan be
analytically com puted. W e extend theses functions,by
m ultiplying them by a factor �,to two one-param eter
fam ilies[20,46]:

8
>>><

>>>:

rexp;�(y)= �
1

ey � 1

r�;�(y)= �

�
1

y
� 1

�

�(1� y):

(22)

Note that both ofthese cuto� functions can be opti-
m ized according to the gap criterion.
Forboth fam ilies,we investigate the � dependence of

the criticalexponent� overa large range of�,foreach
ordern ofthe �eld expansion,up to the tenth powerof
~�. W e indeed expect the m ost relevantoperatorsto be
contained in the�rstterm s,and thustheevolution of� as
a function oftheorderofthetruncation to be stabilized
at,orbefore,the tenth order.
W e�nd that,ateach order,�(�)exhibitsasinglepoint

ofm inim alsensitivity forboth cuto� functions.Forr�;�,
(FIG .1),the m inim um occursat�P M S = 1,asin [46],
with an optim ized � equalto �(�P M S )= �P M S = 0:650.
Forrexp;�,(FIG .2),one has�P M S = 6:03 and �P M S =
0:651 (see Table I).Both cuto� functions lead to very
sim ilaroptim alresultsfor�,di�ering by lessthan 0.5%
toallordersn,asshown in FIG .3.Theconverged values

0.6495

0.65

0.6505

0.651

0.6515

0.6 1 1.4 1.8

ν(
α)

α

u6
u7
u8

0.6495

0.65

0.6505

0.651

0.6515

0.6 1 1.4 1.8

ν(
α)

α

u9
u10

0.64

0.66

0.68

0.7

0.72

0.74

0.2 0.6 1 1.4 1.8

ν(
α)

α

u3
u4
u5
u6

FIG .1: Curves�(�)forthe cuto� r�;�,fordi�erenttrunca-

tions ofthe potentialuk(~�). Note that,for n � 6 { lower

�gure {,the � axisism agni�ed.

of� arereachedbelow thepercentlevelin both casesafter
only a few orders(n = 4),asexpected.
TheinsertofFIG .3,wheretheevolution of� with the

order n ofthe �eld expansion is com pared for � = 0:1
{ chosen forillustrative purpose { and � = �P M S = 1,
shows that the sam e convergence levelis reached inde-
pendently of� right from the n = 4 order,though the
asym ptotic values of�(0:1) and �(�P M S) di�er signi�-
cantly. Thisshowsthatthe rapidity ofconvergence cri-
terion ishelplesshereto selecta cuto�.
W e now com pare our results with those obtained

through the gap criterion. As displayed in FIG . 1,
�P M S = 1 exactly with r�;� to allorders. Forthiscut-
o� function the �P M S value coincides with that given
by the gap criterion [46].Forrexp;�,�P M S convergesto
6.03 (see lowercurvesin FIG .2)whereasthe gap crite-
rion selectsan optim alparam eter�0 = 3:92 [42].In this
case,the two m ethods seem to di�er. However,since
the variations of�,once converged,do not exceed one
percent in the whole range � 2 [�1 ’ 1:2;�2 ’ 74],
we do not expect the two m ethods ofoptim ization to
lead to drastically di�erent criticalexponents. Indeed,
�(�0)= �(�P M S)up to 10� 4.Thusforthe two fam ilies
ofregulatorsconsidered here,the PM S and gap criteria
coincide. It has been argued that this property holds,
within the LPA,for m ore generalfam ilies ofregulators
[43,46].
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FIG .2: Curves �(�)for the cuto� rexp;� ,for di�erent trun-

cations ofthe potentialuk(~�). Note that,for n � 6 { lower

�gure {,the � axisism agni�ed.

Note that for the exponential cuto�, the standard
choice � = 1 leadsto � = 0:658.Thisvalue,which does
notcorrespond to an optim ized one,di�ersby a littlebit
m orethan onepercentfrom �P M S.Forcom pleteness,we
also m ention thatthepower-law regulatoroptim ized via
thegap criterion | r(y)= y� 2 | leadstoalessaccurate
result:� = 0:660 [44,53].
Finally,letusem phasizethattheworld bestvalue� =

0:6304(13) (see Table I) lies below allcurves �(�) for
both cuto� functions and that the PM S solutions for �
are m inim a. Thus,�(�P M S)isthe m ostaccurate value
achievablewithin each fam ily ofcuto� functionsstudied
here.The PM S thereforeconstitutesa powerfulm ethod
to optim izethecuto� function in orderto reach thebest
accuracy on the criticalexponents.

V I. O R D ER @
2
O F T H E D ER IVA T IV E

EX PA N SIO N

W e now show how the PM S can be consistently im -
plem ented at the order @2 ofthe derivative expansion
forwhich,asfaraswe know,no optim ization procedure
has ever been im plem ented within the e�ective average
action m ethod. W e dispose oftwo physicalquantities
candidates for a PM S analysis: � and �. W e perform
both analyses independently,with each cuto� function.
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FIG .3: �P M S for r�;� and rexp;� as a function ofthe order

n of the �eld truncation of uk(~�). The two curves alm ost

superim pose for alln. In the insert,� is displayed for r�;�,

forboth �P M S and � = 0:1.

Ref. � �

a) 0.651 0

LPA b),b’) 0.650 0

c) 0.660 0

d) 0.6307 0.0467

@
2 a) 0.6281 0.0443

b) 0.6260 0.0470

c) 0.6175 0.0542

7-loop e) 0.6304(13) 0.0335(25)

M C f) 0.6297(5) 0.0362(8)

Exp. g) 0.636(31) 0.045(11)

h) 0.6298(90)

TABLE I:Criticalexponents ofthe three dim ensionalIsing

m odel.a),b),b’),c)and d)are com puted from the e�ective

average action m ethod:a)with rexp;� P M S
(presentwork);b)

with r�;� P M S
(present work); b’) with r�;�= 1 [46]; c) with

power-law cuto� [44,53];d) with rexp;�= 1 without �eld ex-

pansion [54]; e) from perturbation theory including 7-loop

contributions [55];f) from M onte Carlo sim ulations [56];g)

from experim entin m ixingtransition [57];h)from experim ent

in liquid-vaportransition (com puted from 3� = 2� � [58]).

W e show in section VIA that the PM S allows one to
im prove the accuracy on both exponents. W e especially
highlightthataccuracy isnotsynonym ousofrapidity of
convergence ofthe �eld expansion. In section VIB,we
bring outa necessary condition forthe independentim -
plem entation ofthetwoPM S on � and � tobeconsistent.
W e then check that our results m eet this condition. In
section VIC,we exhibit cases where,contrary to what
occurs in the LPA,m ultiple PM S solutions exist. W e
show thata uniqueonecan beselected thanksto general
argum ents. W e end up by extending the analysis to a
two-param eterfam ily ofcuto� functions.
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A . A ccuracy ofthe P M S solution and convergence

ofthe �eld expansion

This section is devoted to showing that the PM S is
still,atorder @2,the appropriate toolto �nd,within a
class ofcuto� functions,the one giving the best accu-
racy. Though it seem s counter-intuitive,we em phasize
thatthiscuto� function doesnotcoincide with the one
providing the fastestconvergence ofthe �eld expansion
ofZk(�). To thispurpose,we im plem entboth PM S in-
dependently on � and �,postponingthecoherenceofthis
to the nextsection.
W orking with a nontrivial�eld renorm alization func-

tion Zk(�),dim ensionlessandrenorm alizedquantitiesare
necessary in orderto geta �xed point,so thatwede�ne:

8
>>>>>>>>>>><

>>>>>>>>>>>:

r(y)=
R k(q2)

Z0;k q
2

with y =
q2

k2

uk(~�)= k� d Uk(~�)

~� = Z0;k k
2� d�:

zk(~�)=
Zk(~�)

Z0;k

(23)

where Z0;k is de�ned in Eq.(12). The RG equation
obeyed by zk(~�)writes[37,54]:

@zk

@t
= �zk + ~� z0k(d� 2+ �)+ vd(z

0
k + 2�z00k)L

d
1(w;zk;�)�

4vd ~� z
0
k(3u

00
k + 2~�u000k )L

d
2(w;zk;�)�

2vd (2+ 1=d)~� (z0k)
2
L
d+ 2
2 (w;zk;�)+

(4=d)vd~� (3u
00
k + 2~�u000k )

2
M

d
4(w;zk;�)+

(8=d)vd ~� z
0
k(3u

00
k + 2~�u000k )M

d+ 2
4 (w;zk;�)+

(4=d)vd ~� (z
0
k)

2
M

d+ 4
4 (w;zk;�)

(24)
wherew = u0+ 2~�u00,prim em eansderivativewith respect
to ~�,and the threshold functionsare de�ned,forn � 1,
by:

Ld
n(w;zk;�)= n

Z 1

0

dy y
d=2� 12y

2r0(y)+ �yr(y)

(P (y)+ w)n+ 1

(25)

M d
n(w;zk;�)=

Z 1

0

dy y
d=21+ r(y)+ yr0(y)

(P (y)+ w)n(

y(1+ r(y)+ yr0(y))(�r(y)+ 2yr0(y))

�
n

P (y)+ w

�

� 2�(r(y)+ yr0(y))� 4y(2r0(y)+ yr00(y))

)

(26)
where

P (y)= y(zk + r(y)): (27)

Theanom alousdim ension � isgiven by:

� = �
d

dt
lnZ0;k: (28)

As previously, we truncate the �eld renorm alization
function zk(~�)up to the p-th powerof~�:

zk(~�) =
pX

i= 0

zi(~� � ~�0)
i
: (29)

W e use,for the potentialuk(~�),the expansion given in
Eq.(20),up to the ~�10 term ,which representsa very ac-
curateapproxim ation ofuk(~�)in thevicinity ofitsm ini-
m um asshown in theprevioussection.W eexpand zk(~�)
up totheninth powerof~� which turnsouttobesu�cient
to obtain converged results.
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FIG .4: Curves �(�) for rexp;� ,for di�erent truncations of

the �eld renorm alization zk(~�). For p � 5 { lower �gure {,

the � axisism agni�ed.Note thatthe curveu10z5 showstwo

extrem a [62].

Ateach orderp ofthe�eld expansion ofzk(~�),wehave
com puted the exponents � and � as functions of� for
both cuto� functions r�;� and rexp;�. FIG .4 and FIG .
5 gatherthecurvesrepresenting thesefunctions,labelled
u10zp,p = 0;:::;9,on the exam ple ofrexp;�. They are
displayed on arangeof� around theextrem um and sepa-
rated in two distinct�guressincethep � 5 curveswould
be superim posed without m agni�cation. This seem s to
indicate that the �eld expansion converges,at least on
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FIG .5:Curves�(�)forrexp;� ,fordi�erenttruncationsofthe

�eld renorm alization zk(~�).Forp � 5 { lower�gure {,the �

axisism agni�ed.

thewholerangeof� studied.Thesam econclusion holds
for r�;�,with very sim ilar curves (that we therefore do
not show), up to the im portant subtlety, discussed in
section VIC,that two PM S solutions exist in this case
and thatonly one hasto be considered. W e call�1 (�)
and �1 (�)the two lim itfunctionsobtained forp ! 1 .
In practice,we approxim ate these functionsby those at
p = 9.
Letusem phasizethatforboth cuto� functions,i)the

rapidity ofconvergenceto �1 (�)and �1 (�)and ii)the
asym ptotic values�1 and �1 ,depend both on �. O ne
can thus naturally wonder whether the values of� for
which the convergenceisthe fastestcoincide with those
forwhich theexponentsarethem ostaccuratecom pared
with the world best results. W e shallshow that this is
notthe casecontrary to whatiswidely believed.

1. Accuracy

W e �rstbring outthatthe PM S exponentsare,asin
the LPA case,the m ost accurate ones. W e have deter-
m ined,foreach p,the values��P M S(p)and �

�

P M S
(p)for

which,respectively,� and � reach theirextrem um . The
corresponding exponents are referred to,in the follow-
ing,as �p

P M S
= �(��P M S (p))and �

p

P M S
= �(��

P M S
(p)).

Theobtained PM S asym ptoticvaluesare�1P M S = 0:6281

and �1P M S = 0:0443 for the exponential cuto�, and
�1P M S = 0:6260 and �1P M S = 0:0470 forthe theta cuto�.
Thesevaluesoftheexponentsareindeed thebestachiev-
able within each class ofcuto� functions studied,since
the world bestvalue of� liesabovethe setsofcurvesin
FIG .4 and sincethe extrem um isa m axim um (and vice
versa for �) (see TableI and [61]). The PM S is thus,
asin the LPA case,the appropriate toolto �nd,am ong
a fam ily ofcuto� functions,the one providing the best
accuracy.

2. Rapidity ofconvergence

The evolution of�p
P M S

and �
p

P M S
with the orderp of

the�eld expansion ofzk(~�)isdisplayed in FIG .6forboth
cuto�functions.Theconvergenceof�P M S and �P M S,at
the percentlevel,requiresatleastp = 4 forboth cuto�
functions. However,there existvaluesofthe param eter
�,for instance � = 1:80 for r�;�,for which the conver-
gence isfasterthan for�P M S.Thisisillustrated in the
inserts ofFIG .6. Indeed �(� = 1:8) has already con-
verged atthe percentlevelfor p = 3,butto a di�erent
value than �1P M S. Thus,the PM S exponents,which are
the m ostaccurate,arenotthoseconverging the fastest.
W e conclude that i) the PM S leads to the m ost ac-

curateexponentswithin each classofcuto�sstudied,ii)
a criterion based on rapidity ofconvergence ofthe �eld
expansion would beherem isleading sinceitwould select
cuto� functionsleading to exponentssigni�cantly di�er-
ing from the PM S ones.

B . C onsistency condition for independent P M S

im plem entations

W e have im plem ented and discussed the PM S analy-
sesindependently on � and � along theprevioussection.
Thishasnaturally led usto two distinctPM S valuesof
� ateach orderp,��P M S(p)and �

�

P M S
(p).O necan thus

wonderwhetheritm akessenseto com putetwo di�erent
quantities with two di�erent cuto� functions. W e now
provide a naturalcondition for the whole procedure to
be consistent.
Let us notice that since the �eld expansion seem s to

converge (as shown in the previous section), the two
sequences ��P M S(p) and �

�

P M S
(p) also converge. The

asym ptotic value ��
P M S

(p = 1 )(resp. ��P M S(p = 1 ))
istheonethatachievesthem inim um dependenceofthe
exponent� (resp.�)on thecuto� function atorder@2 of
thederivativeexpansion.Thereisno reason forthem to
coincide.However,the discrepancy between the �P M S’s
doesnotm atteraslongaschoosingoneortheotherdoes
not change signi�cantly the value ofeach exponent. A
consistency condition isthus:

�(��
P M S

(1 ))’ �(��P M S (1 )) (30)
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FIG .6:�P M S and �P M S forboth rexp;� and r�;� asfunctions

ofthe order p ofthe �eld expansion ofzk(~�). In the inserts

are displayed,for r�;�,and fortwo distinctvaluesof�,� =

�P M S (p)and � = 1:8,thecriticalexponents� (upperinsert)

and � (lowerinsert)asfunctionsofp.

and

�(��P M S (1 ))’ �(��
P M S

(1 )): (31)

Reciprocally,large discrepancies between the values,at
thetwo�P M S’s,ofan exponentwould bean indication of
a failure ofconvergence.Itcould be im puted to eithera
toolow orderofexpansion,ortoan unappropriatechoice
ofcuto� functionsfam ily.
In principle,we should check the consistency overthe

wholesetofexponentsdescribingthem odel.Letushow-
evershow thatoncethiscondition issatis�ed by two in-
dependentexponents,itisautom atically by allthe oth-
ers,provided the scaling relations hold within the cho-
sen truncation schem e (in �eldsand derivatives).Letus
�rstem phasizethatithasbeen observed in allinstances
where it has been studied that the scaling relations re-
m ain precisely veri�ed orderby orderin the�eld expan-
sion,although the exponentsvary m uch with the order.
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FIG .7:Plotof�
�

P M S
and �

�
P M S asfunctionsofthe orderp

ofthe�eld expansion ofzk(~�)forboth cuto� functionsrexp;�
and r�;�. �

�

P M S
(resp. �

�

P M S ) is the value where lies the

PM S extrem um of�,(resp.�).

W e thus assum e that com puting the criticalexponents
either directly or from the scaling relations is (alm ost)
equivalent.In thiscase,an exponent,
 forinstance,re-
lated to � and � through the scaling relation:


(�)= �(�)
�
2� �(�)

�
(32)

obviously veri�esforall�:

d


d�
=

d�

d�
(2� �)� �

d�

d�
: (33)

In the sim ple case where ��P M S coincides with �
�

P M S
,

we deduce from Eq.(33) that 
(�) also reaches its ex-
trem um forthis�P M S. Thus,�




P M S
= ��P M S = �

�

P M S

and the consistency is trivially veri�ed for 
 also. In
the generalcase where the �P M S’s are distinct,ifthey
correspond to consistentexponents� and � according to
Eq.(30)and (31),oneisensured thatboth exponentsare
alm ost stationary between these two �P M S’s,provided
the functions �(�) and �(�) are sm ooth enough in this
range.Hence,itfollowsfrom Eq.(33)thatd
=d� alm ost
vanishes both at � = �

�

P M S
and at � = ��P M S. This

m eansthat
(�)isalso stationary around these points,
and thus,
 com puted from aPM S analysisshould verify:


(�

P M S

(1 ))’ 
(��
P M S

(1 ))’ 
(��P M S(1 )); (34)
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i.e. 
 m eets the consistency condition. Using the sam e
argum entforalltheotherexponents,wededucethatthe
independent im plem entations ofthe PM S on allexpo-
nents are consistent once they are for two independent
ones.
Let us now exam ine our results. FIG . 7 sketches

��P M S(p) and �
�

P M S
(p) as functions of the order p of

the �eld truncation,forboth cuto� functionsrexp;� and
r�;�. Let us set out a few com m ents. First,the func-
tions��P M S(p)and �

�

P M S
(p)converge asexpected. O n

the onehand,��
P M S

(p)turnsoutto be very stable,and
roughly converging as fast as �p

P M S
. This originatesin

thevery peaked shapeofthefunction �(�)(lowercurves
ofFIG .5). O n the otherhand,��P M S showslargeros-
cillations,dueto the
atnessofthe function �(�)(lower
curvesofFIG .4). Itisworth m entioning thatsince the
exponentshave alm ostconverged atp = 4 (FIG .6),the

uctuations on the corresponding �P M S values induce
negligiblevariationson them forp � 4.
Let us now show that the independent analyses of�

and � give consistent results with respect to Eqs. (30)
and (31). The asym ptotic values are approxim ated by
thoseatp = 9.Theconsistency condition istrivially ver-
i�ed forrexp;� since in thiscase ��

P M S
(1 )’ ��P M S(1 )

(see FIG .7).Forr�;�,we�nd:

j�(��
P M S

(1 ))� �(��P M S (1 ))j’ 10� 4

j�(��
P M S

(1 ))� �(��P M S (1 ))j’ 6:10� 4
(35)

which are both negligible. Thus,in this case also,the
consistency condition is ful�lled. W e draw the conclu-
sion thatthe PM S analyseshaveselected a unique opti-
m alvalueforeach exponent� and � although thecorre-
sponding�P M S’sdonotcoincide.Theyenabletodeduce
the rem aining criticalexponentsaswell.

C . D iscrim ination ofm ultiple P M S extrem a

The results discussed in section VIA are associated
with aparticularPM S solution whileseveralonescan ex-
ist,leading to signi�cantly di�erentexponents[62].This
happensforr�;�,(see FIG .8). W e now expose the gen-
eralargum entswe used to discrim inate between the dif-
ferentPM S solutions.
Supposethatthederivativeexpansion isstudied order

by order without �eld truncation (or equivalently that
the�eld expansion isperfectly converged).Ifthederiva-
tive expansion converges,the corrections on exponents
m ustbe sm allerand sm alleras the orderofthe expan-
sion isincreased,atleastatsu�ciently large order. O n
theotherhand,astheasym ptoticvalueofanyobservable
is exact,it m ust be independent ofthe cuto� function.
Thus,for any quantity,allcuto� functions lead to the
sam e asym ptotic { exact { value,although not at the
sam espeed.In practice,the aim isto reach itasfastas
possible. Thism eansthat,atleastbeyond a certain or-
der,thebestcuto�forthederivativeexpansion istheone

which leadsto the fastestconvergence.Notethatthisis
notthecaseforthe�eld expansion wheretherapidity of
convergencedoesnotprovide a criterion to discrim inate
between variousPM S solutions.
O fcourse,thisasym ptoticvaluecould bereached only

afterlarge
uctuationsoccuring at�rstorders,asin the
�eld expansion (see FIG .6). However,contrary to this
case and provided � isnottoo large,we expectthe �rst
ordersofthe derivative expansion to already lead to re-
liableresults.Underthishypothesis,wegettwo natural
criteria to selecta uniquePM S solution when severalex-
ist. The �rst one consists in keeping, for each fam ily
ofcuto� functions,only the PM S solutionsthat have a
counterpartin the other(s)fam ily(ies),i.e. thatlead to
(alm ost)the sam ecriticalexponents.Thism eansin our
casethatwekeep only thePM S solutionsthatverify (in
obviousnotations):

�
exp

P M S
’ ��P M S

�
exp

P M S
’ ��P M S

(36)

since these exponents are stationary not only inside a
fam ily ofcuto� functions but also from one fam ily to
the other. The second criterion consistsin applying our
previoushypothesisofrapid convergencealreadyatorder
@2:we assum e thatno large 
uctuation occursbetween
theLPA and @2 approxim ation.W ethusselectthePM S
solution thatm inim izes,on theexponents,thecorrection
oforder@2 to the LPA.
Both criteria allow one to discrim inate between the

two distinct PM S solutions obtained for � and � with
r�;� (seethecurveu10z9 in FIG .8).They happen topair
forboth exponents,atroughly ��

P M S
’ ��P M S ’ 0:7and

�
�

P M S
’ ��P M S ’ 6:5.Accordingtothesecond criterion,

weexcludethesecond PM S solutionslocated at�P M S ’

6:5,which lead forboth � and � tom uch largerdeviations
than the�rstonescom pared with theLPA result:� = 0
and � = 0:650 (see FIG .8,curve (r�;�) u10). The �rst
criterionleadstothesam echoicesincei)wehavechecked
thatwith rexp;� only onePM S solution existsfor� (resp.
for�),and ii)thecorrespondingexponentisvery sim ilar
to the one atthe �rstPM S solution for � (resp. for �)
with r�;�,seeTableIand FIG .8.Thus,ourtwo criteria
to selecta unique PM S solution areconsistent[63].

D . In
uence ofa second param eter

In the previoussections,we have restricted ouranal-
yses to the in
uence ofthe param eter �,am plitude of
the cuto� functions,on the criticalexponents. The op-
tim ized results obtained with the two fam ilies ofcuto�
functions are very close together. It is thus naturalto
testthe robustnessofthis result. In this section we in-
vestigatethein
uenceofotherdeform ationsoftheusual
cuto� functionsfocusing on the exponentialcuto�.Two
generalizations of rexp;� com e naturally. They consist
in changing i) expy ! exp�y and ii) expy ! expy�
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FIG .8: Curves �(�)and �(�)for both cuto� functions r �;�

and rexp;� within LPA (labelled u10) and at O (@
2
) of the

derivative expansion (labelled u10z9),for the m axim altrun-

cations of uk(~�) and zk(~�) com puted here. The two PM S

extrem a forr�;� are shown forboth � and �.

[3,32,41,42]. The deform ation i) revealsactually use-
less since it is equivalent to a rescaling ofthe running
scale k in R k which is im m aterial. W e hence study the
two-param etergeneralization ofrexp:

rexp;�;�(y)= �
1

ey
�

� 1
: (37)

W e perform the fullPM S analyses of � and � over
the two-param eter space spanned by � and �, within
theLPA and atorder@2 ofthederivativeexpansion,for
the m axim al�eld truncations of uk(~�) and zk(~�) con-
sidered here. W e �nd a unique two-dim ensionalPM S
for both exponents, and at both orders. It lies at
�
�

P M S
’ ��P M S = 2:25,��P M S ’ �

�

P M S
= 0:98 and gives

�P M S = 0:04426 and �P M S = 0:6281 at order @2. It
turns out that our prior choice � = 1 was very close
to �P M S,and thusthe � optim ization perform ed in the
previoussection already enabled usto alm ostreach this
m inim um . The two-param eterPM S exponentsthusdif-
fer by less than a tenth ofpercent from those obtained
previously (see TableI).
For illustration purpose,we isolate in FIG .9 the be-

haviorofthe � param eter,�xing � to itsPM S valuede-

term ined in section VIA. Itdisplaysthe �(�)and �(�)
functions,for the converged �eld truncations. Both ex-
ponentsexhibita singlePM S solution for� very closeto
one (�P M S = 1:001 in LPA and ��P M S = �

�

P M S
= 0:993

atorder@2).
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FIG .9: Curves �(�) and �(�) for rexp;� P M S ;�
,within LPA

(labelled u10) and at O (@
2
) ofthe derivative expansion (la-

belled u10z9)forthe m axim altruncationsofuk(~�)and zk(~�)

considered here.�P M S isthe value obtained in section VIA.

As shown in FIG .9,the � dependence of� and � is
quite sharp. It raises a naturalquestion: had we �xed
� farfrom �P M S to perform the � PM S analysis,what
would have we obtained ? In otherwords,would the �
optim ization have su�ce to retrieve exponents close to
the two-param eterPM S ones? To investigate thisques-
tion,wehave�xed � = 2,which seem sfrom FIG .9to al-
term uch�,and determ ined ��P M S and �

�

P M S
.Thecorre-

spondingexponentsare��= 2
P M S

= 0:05573,��= 2
P M S

= 0:6246
at order @2. The discrepancy with the two-param eter
PM S exponents is quite signi�cant for �, whereas the
largerexponents{ � and the otherscom puted from the
scaling relations{ only undergo a few percentvariation.
Thisoriginatesin the di�erence ofnature ofboth expo-
nents.O n theonehand,theexponent� isrelated to the
behaviorofthem ass,em bodied in them inim um oftheef-
fectivepotential.Theweaknessofthesensitivity of� on
the cuto� function,atorder@2 ofthe derivative expan-
sion,suggeststhatthe e�ective potentialisalready well



12

approxim ated atthis order,and thus providesan accu-
ratedeterm ination of�,closeto theexactvalue.O n the
other hand,� describes the m om entum -dependent part
ofthe two-spin correlation function,forwhich the order
@2 truncation constitutes a very rough ansatz. Hence,
the determ ination of� is rather poor at this order and
im proving itprobably requireshigherderivative orders.
Thisisdirectlyre
ected in thenon-negligibledependence
of� on the cuto� function underlined above.
The conclusion to be drawn from thisisthat,aspre-

viously,the PM S is the appropriate m ethod to select,
am ong a classofcuto� functions,the one thatachieves
the bestaccuracy,in so farasitm inim izesthe distance
to the world bestvaluesforboth exponentsand atboth
orders.M oreover,thePM S revealsitselfallthem orecru-
cialthatthevariationswith respectto agiven param eter
arelarge.

V II. C O N C LU SIO N

W e haveim plem ented the PrincipleofM inim alSensi-
tivity toim provecriticalexponentswithin thefram ework
ofthenonperturbativeRG .W ehaveshown thatitalways
allows to reach the m ost accurate results achievable in
the classofcuto� functions under scrutiny. W ithin the
LPA,the PM S exponents turn out to alm ost coincide
with those obtained through the principle ofm axim iza-
tion ofthegap,and them ethod iseasily generalizableat
order@2.
Two m ain drawbacksareusually attributed to theim -

plem entation ofthePM S:i)severalsolutionsofthePM S
can exist and render its im plem entation am biguous,ii)
it is not clear whether it indeed im proves the results.
W e have shown on the exam ple ofthe Ising m odel,that

within thecontextofthee�ectiveaverageaction m ethod,
these drawbacks either can be circum vented or do not
existatall. W e have indeed broughtoutthata unique
solution ofthe PM S can always be selected,thanks to
very reasonable criteria,and furtherm ore this solution
represents the m ost accurate determ ination ofthe crit-
icalexponents. The PM S thus appears as a safe and
powerfulm ethod to optim ize the resultsobtained in the
nonperturbative RG context. An im portantand rather
unexpected aspectofouranalysisisthatthe rapidity of
convergence ofthe �eld expansion is notoptim alwhere
the accuracy is.
Letusalso em phasizethat,even within a ratherm od-

est truncation involving the potentialexpansion up to
order ~�5 and the �eld renorm alization expansion up to
order ~�4,theaccuracy reached on � isbelow thepercent
levelcom pared with theworld bestresults.Thissuggests
that,with thesam ekind ofcom putationalcom plexity,a
com parable accuracy can be achieved for m ore com pli-
cated m odels.
Finally,thedeterm ination of� ispoorer,which istobe

im puted to the roughness ofthe ansatz to describe the
fullm om entum dependence ofthe two-spin correlation
function. Im proving it is likely to require inclusion of
term soforder@4.Thiswillbe investigated in [39].
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